
7/16/97  PAGE    1NAEP 1996,1992,1990 ALABAMA MATHEMATICS RESULTS − DATA ALMANAC FOR GRADE  8
PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL (STANDARD ERRORS IN PARENTHESES)

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL

< BASICBASICPRFCIENTADVANCEDN   WEIGHTED PCT [CV]YEAR

1.2( 0.4)     12.0( 1.8)     45.2( 2.6)     54.8( 2.6)TOTAL (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)    1996     2261    93.6( 1.2) [ 3%]
0.9( 0.3)     10.2( 0.9)     38.8( 1.9)     61.2( 1.9)1992     2522   100.0( 0.0) [ 3%]

9.1( 0.7)     40.3( 1.7)     59.7( 1.7)1.0( 0.2)1990     2531   100.0( 0.0) [ 3%]

GENDER (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
1.6( 0.7)     13.6( 2.3)     46.4( 3.2)     53.6( 3.2)1996     1081    45.9( 1.1) [ 4%]  MALE
1.3( 0.5)     11.4( 1.3)     40.4( 2.2)     59.6( 2.2)1992     1305    52.0( 1.0) [ 3%]
1.0( 0.3)     10.1( 1.1)     41.0( 2.3)     59.0( 2.3)1990     1272    50.2( 1.0) [ 3%]

0.7( 0.3)     10.5( 1.7)     44.2( 2.6)     55.8( 2.6)1996     1180    47.7( 1.0) [ 3%]  FEMALE
8.9( 1.2)     37.0( 2.2)     63.0( 2.2)0.5( 0.2)1992     1217    48.0( 1.0) [ 3%]
8.0( 0.9)     39.5( 1.9)     60.5( 1.9)0.9( 0.4)1990     1259    49.8( 1.0) [ 4%]

RACE/ETHNICITY (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
1.9( 0.6)     18.1( 2.7)     62.8( 3.2)     37.2( 3.2)1996     1313    55.3( 2.2) [ 6%]  WHITE
1.4( 0.4)     15.3( 1.3)     52.7( 2.0)     47.3( 2.0)1992     1568    61.4( 2.3) [ 4%]
1.3( 0.3)     12.3( 1.0)     51.8( 1.8)     48.2( 1.8)1990     1638    64.4( 1.9) [ 4%]

1.4( 0.5)     16.7( 2.0)     83.3( 2.0)0.0(****)797    31.8( 2.1) [ 7%]1996  BLACK
1.1( 0.4)     14.8( 1.7)     85.2( 1.7)0.0(****)785    31.8( 2.1) [ 8%]1992
2.2( 0.6)     17.7( 2.0)     82.3( 2.0)0.1(****)727    28.9( 1.8) [ 7%]1990

5.9( 2.6)     23.0( 5.0)     77.0( 5.0)0.0(****)91     3.9( 0.5) [11%]1996  HISPANIC
0.9(****)     11.6( 3.8)     88.4( 3.8)0.0(****)106     4.4( 0.6) [14%]1992
3.9( 1.7)     15.1( 4.7)     84.9( 4.7)1.0(****)110     4.6( 0.6) [13%]1990

19     0.8( 0.2) [28%]!     5.8(****)     40.6(15.3)     74.7(13.4)     25.3(13.4)  ASIAN/PACIFIC ISLANDER  1996
16     0.6( 0.2) [29%]!     4.2(****)     32.7(13.6)     75.6(12.6)     24.4(12.6)1992
27     1.1( 0.3) [29%]!     4.5(****)     20.2( 9.1)     57.5(10.8)     42.5(10.8)1990

9.8( 5.5)     46.3( 7.7)     53.7( 7.7)39     1.6( 0.5) [29%]!     0.0(****)1996  AMERICAN INDIAN
8.5( 4.4)     42.5( 7.7)     57.5( 7.7)47     1.8( 0.4) [21%]!     2.3(****)1992
9.2( 6.1)     48.7(11.1)     51.3(11.1)29     1.1( 0.2) [21%]!     0.0(****)1990

 (****) STANDARD ERROR ESTIMATES CANNOT BE ACCURATELY DETERMINED.
 *****(****) SAMPLE SIZE IS INSUFFICIENT TO PERMIT A RELIABLE ESTIMATE.
 ! INTERPRET WITH CAUTION: THE NATURE OF THE SAMPLE DOES NOT ALLOW ACCURATE DETERMINATION OF THE VARIABILITY OF THE STATISTIC.
 @ SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1992.  & SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1990.
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PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL (STANDARD ERRORS IN PARENTHESES)

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL

< BASICBASICPRFCIENTADVANCEDN   WEIGHTED PCT [CV]YEAR

PARENTS’ HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
3.0( 1.6)     28.6( 5.0)     71.4( 5.0)0.0(****)216     9.2( 0.8) [ 9%]1996  LESS THAN H.S.
2.5( 1.4)     22.9( 2.5)     77.1( 2.5)0.1(****)313    12.5( 0.9) [ 8%]1992
1.5(****)     23.9( 3.4)     76.1( 3.4)0.2(****)295    11.8( 0.8) [ 7%]1990

5.2( 1.1)     32.7( 3.1)     67.3( 3.1)0.2(****)659    27.6( 1.4) [ 5%]1996  GRADUATED H.S.
5.4( 0.9)     30.9( 2.5)     69.1( 2.5)0.2(****)751    29.5( 1.1) [ 5%]1992
5.0( 1.1)     32.4( 2.5)     67.6( 2.5)0.3(****)745    30.0( 1.0) [ 5%]1990

0.6(****)     12.0( 2.2)     56.3( 3.7)     43.7( 3.7)348    14.2( 0.8) [ 7%]  SOME EDUC AFTER H.S.    1996
0.7( 0.4)     12.0( 2.1)     46.6( 3.2)     53.4( 3.2)453    18.0( 0.7) [ 4%]1992

9.6( 1.4)     47.9( 3.4)     52.1( 3.4)0.5(****)452    18.0( 0.7) [ 5%]1990

2.8( 1.0)     22.1( 3.2)     59.9( 3.2)     40.1( 3.2)850    34.2( 2.1) [ 7%]1996  GRADUATED COLLEGE
2.1( 0.7)     17.8( 2.1)     50.8( 2.8)     49.2( 2.8)837    33.2( 1.6) [ 6%]1992
2.3( 0.6)     16.1( 1.5)     51.7( 2.7)     48.3( 2.7)881    34.0( 1.5) [ 5%]1990

3.2( 2.2)     26.7( 3.1)     73.3( 3.1)0.1(****)182     8.0( 0.7) [ 9%]1996  UNKNOWN
2.9( 1.7)     22.8( 3.9)     77.2( 3.9)0.0(****)166     6.8( 0.6) [ 9%]1992
3.1( 1.5)     26.8( 4.1)     73.2( 4.1)0.0(****)145     5.7( 0.5) [ 9%]1990

TYPE OF LOCATION (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
1.8( 0.8)     14.1( 4.1)     40.0( 5.1)     60.0( 5.1)811    31.2( 2.9) [ 9%]1996  CENTRAL CITY
1.5( 0.7)     12.8( 2.3)     37.6( 4.9)     62.4( 4.9)722    29.9( 3.1) [11%]1992

1.2( 0.5)     13.5( 2.4)     52.8( 5.4)     47.2( 5.4)499    21.7( 3.7) [17%]  URB FRINGE/LARG TOWN    1996
9.5( 1.7)     41.4( 3.4)     58.6( 3.4)0.7( 0.4)655    26.2( 4.2) [16%]1992

9.7( 1.9)     45.3( 3.9)     54.7( 3.9)0.7(****)951    40.7( 3.5) [ 9%]1996  RURAL/SMALL TOWN
8.8( 1.1)     38.0( 2.2)     62.0( 2.2)0.6( 0.2)1992     1145    43.9( 3.7) [ 9%]

 (****) STANDARD ERROR ESTIMATES CANNOT BE ACCURATELY DETERMINED.
 *****(****) SAMPLE SIZE IS INSUFFICIENT TO PERMIT A RELIABLE ESTIMATE.
 @ SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1992.  & SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1990.
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PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL (STANDARD ERRORS IN PARENTHESES)

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS AT EACH ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL

< BASICBASICPRFCIENTADVANCEDN   WEIGHTED PCT [CV]YEAR

TITLE I PARTICIPATION (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
1.3(****)     15.4( 3.0)     84.6( 3.0)0.1(****)399    16.6( 2.5) [15%]1996  PARTICIPATED

1.4( 0.5)     14.3( 2.1)     51.7( 2.9)     48.3( 2.9)  DID NOT PARTICIPATE     1996     1862    77.0( 2.6) [ 5%]

NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM (PUBLIC SCHOOLS)
1.9( 0.6)     18.5( 2.6)     60.3( 2.8)     39.7( 2.8)1996     1325    55.4( 2.4) [ 6%]  NOT ELIGIBLE

2.4( 0.6)     22.3( 2.2)     77.7( 2.2)0.1(****)871    36.1( 2.3) [ 6%]1996  ELIGIBLE

7.2( 2.0)     42.8(11.7)     57.2(11.7)65     2.1( 0.8) [38%]!     1.0(****)1996  INFO NOT AVAILABLE

 (****) STANDARD ERROR ESTIMATES CANNOT BE ACCURATELY DETERMINED.
 *****(****) SAMPLE SIZE IS INSUFFICIENT TO PERMIT A RELIABLE ESTIMATE.
 ! INTERPRET WITH CAUTION: THE NATURE OF THE SAMPLE DOES NOT ALLOW ACCURATE DETERMINATION OF THE VARIABILITY OF THE STATISTIC.
 @ SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1992.  & SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT FROM 1990.


